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REMARKS 

\ aquas o one s \ s 

date. 

There are 35 claims pending in the application. Applicant has amended clams 1, 4, 9, 10, 1 h 12, 
14, 15, 16 and 19. 

v ^ h the 

examiner, to clarify the < o\ o claims, and to ensure ^v* uKuO'io.u nt i dependent 
claim, w ie e \ aims h.,s P-.en imended. 

Vppli ant h as tn ad c S • cq ested tc«in.aiu\ el ed octx ocnts \pplicas submits that in view 
of these im< Klme.nts the ob actions ire now moot, and kindly requests nut H ^Het lion he 
withdrawn. 

The examiner has rejected claim 1 under 35 USC 102(e) as being anticipated by US Patent No. 
7,054,906 to Levosky. 

email add 1 -\ e s v e est from one of an external web sei vei n. f es x>t se to I te creation 
v , ehp v b serve an ^ lagan system 

Applicant respectfully submits that such a request interface is not taught in the Levosky 
reference. 

Levosky is directed to an email alias generation systen ie syste ces s ias sen r 

1 1 otnmnnic Uso i v, . ^ v ,^ v o o % 

standalone application executed on the user's local system, as described in column 4 beginning 
at hne .? I a hn h ocai di . , 0:, 1 - p.m e--emn pi\a,mm e.uled 'bp uo \hn .1 e.\e , which resides 

e v. >. - ^ , e s e-piestmg at 

,ev o, : auccm >\hich ^ <t an -mused to th . s - >s s - at -.^huna 4 hn, <b V 
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Application. Serial No. 10/713,100 

Anier;tb.iK;t?t Dated: Apr?'; 4, 2007 

P.cpty to OiAee /Anon dared: Deceniber 5, 200* 

ser\ > received by the •, at application and \ scop id to the met s 
oUnno : \ .00 Oio - v I 1 > A SO ^ - 

paste command to insert the generated alias Into ihe web-based form. 

ao ! 7- ; ; ih.o s - ;i psoodmp s email addr.-s e o ?o tn I.eso\k\ 

as an alias, is done in response to a generation request generated by a standalone application. 

v.x o;\'\\ e 3S so ^ e s 

i >C!il' - iho abdoA of mo ail,;- >;v io' m a ^e v , v a mat) sen or Tor use with \seb- 
based email services. Levosky describes that ihe user can control generation of aliases using a 
web brov se o v mn 7 lines 61-62) or an email . on 66-«« 7 ) 

Applicant notes that at no point does Levosky teach or «.<.\ % >v> s t a- of an aliased 
email ad - o - " e s ^ - \ tse to the 

creation ot o „ \v the external web sen oj a \ , o a - system..." 

Applicant notes that the web-based email, service taught by Levosky does not generate an aliased 

teaches generation in response to a user request. Additionally the \ \\t« ant notes that Levosky 
ss -nme; uku o' sos - i\o *o a request bv i a: ideom\ o - vo 

system. 

s s \s ^ e ^ % os so o \sA.itera, 

it cannot be considered to teach a pseudonymous email address genes ilea ha\ me ' a \ equest 
interface, for receiving a pseudonymous email address generation request from one of an 
external web server in response to the creation of a webpage hosted by the external web server 
and an identity n auou, nem <s,n * is so ted b) claim 1. 

, i , 0- i'disl \rsb AO \^ A- VA V v^ \ i!boKOi,j lUifiiO i it 0 mu^f 

anticipate the matter of claim 1. 

Aeeou \r>piiv\«m s s ib.n sh. Eton of claim 1 under 35 USC 102(e) be 

w iib drawn. 
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Application. Serial No. 1 0/7 .13 J. 00 
AiTiendiiictit Dated: Apr?'; 4, 2007 

AppliC.UO OOiOs . . •!!. .,OV 1 O >" ^0 . V O. - • \ . : 1 OS - ' OsVsi-e iO iO-piOsis 

•0 I. OOj U ' i-'llSO 'V OlO . :Y • of 4 \ obpUgOS. 00 J 1AO0 id : U 0 ' • 0 0 0- i gOO I . 1 i ■ S\ -f t0\. 

Pro 1 .:- . I -Ai- i .OaUplUiOO !.uA jd\ .0000.0 l>\ >,l ihO C N iSliOg 0 • A, i\ iOO 'CSpOU -!\ U* 

of unsolicited commercial email (UCE). As described in the application as filed, senders of UCE 
often - s, s ^ o, s s ade.es*. 

that can tx for one-time-ust the webpage pa \ its am of ;s.s harvested b\ renders of UCi 
from 1 k s ) s [ ( ssages. 

Similarly., a user making use of an identity manage t : . to s> - u m v> hen pa-nq-o 0 i- provide an 
email addres ^ t ic iden agement system to provuv e un.aS audits th. . 

permits the user to terminate the address upon receipt ofUCF 1 his show s die user to reduce the 
amount of 5 CE receh ed. as once UCE is received, the address can be deacti vated and further 
UCE will not arrive. 

submits th.it Oi . \ nut - p^-ro- ' o v vmg from claim .1 are als( i <. view of the 

1 evoskg refcrenci \( cordingl> \pplie oat reiterate: > the argument 1 pn seated abca e *\ ith respect 
to claim 1, applies them to claims 2 and 4-8, and requests that the rejection of claims 2, 4-8 under 
35 USC 1.02(e) be withdrawn. 

Applicant notes that the Examiner rejected claim 3 is ing obvious undet 55 US( 10 Ha") in 
^ w of Levosky and US Patent P i I o Ro e. Applic 

v c v e o ept of a honey pot 

idd res \ppHe ntf fur- tu r ooa. iko S<>unA'\.aa. is silent on the generation of a pseudonymous 



den i i p p 1 i. c a n v < d i c at e d 

> v ) c s s con ^ N vosk"3 Roi i 1 v a te 

fail to tea i i, and as such, Appik ( at the rejeetio 

of claim o ut\ ^ t - havvH. 
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Application Serial No. 10/713,100 

AniOi:J: ; ^L5: Dj.ivJ g V 0 -k J"-)" 

Reply to Office Action dared: December 5. 200* 
\o:-n,,. s >. oiu ite: 

, m.nl oc -v ^ , e ' ,s ^ in ootid 

address for distribution to a marling v arid for determining thai the 
s i ires stored n 

s v v ^ , donymous 

email address associated with both, a mail server and the email address 
associated \utlt iho n.eOO'.d em 5 d im. .s,;-e for pafodum the em <ded 
pseudonymous email address and the associated email address to the 
-< so »o v o ^ ^ ; .> ^ v - , m mhos-, ^oi 
replacing the email address associated with the received email message 

V. ' v •, o so oo . , s s - o of 

the message to addresses registered to the mailing list. 

^ m s v m s e v .... v see m, d 

address generator, which may be combined with a mail server. Levosky does not teach the use 
of an aha ol em dl :iid>cs.s generator in conjunction with a wailim: lis} \ c? Mai i i 
servers receive email; determine that the email received is from a registered user; and distribute 
the received email to other registered users. 

Mailing lists are often targeting by senders ofUCE. The only way that a system such as that 
taught in too •>„ >.■> v o *.an protect the members of a mailing list, is to has o each of the 

.mailing list member sign up for the list, using an aliased email address. When UCE is received., 
the user would then be required to deactivate the aliased address and sign up fof tin bs* with a 
new alias. Clearly, this is not a feasible system. With the system of claim 9, the mailing list 

s ss us i so that eat s esse the 

individually deaot - o - v t.tm^m \ ! - 

Applicant respectfully submits that the amendments made to eiairn 9 are clarifying in nature, are 
fully suppo v - s „ , ^ , , . - > 

Appiicant submus th;a iii mow -u ib,. a-- o dm.o -sam wuh ;..^;ird | .:; : : :.. noo led the 
teachings of the Levosky reference do not anticipate the matter of claim 9, and as such, 
\p o osvv \ d,o- o mo . >---m .mo. 'undo o> ' v ^ d..!0> vvdbds.mn 

v h ts nn ml J v [0 to ctthe language m . him v! to amended 
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Application. Serial No. 10/713,100 

AnienaaxaU Dated: April 4, 2007 

Reply lo Of lice Amon dared: i>aearntx:r 5, 2.006 

Applicant snhmiis ?h n .-.\ Aanu - 10 and i i hepum frmn claim a : -U ,y am no broader in scope 
than claim 9. As such. Applicant reiterates die arguments preseiUecl above with respect to claim 9 
and applies there to claims 10 and i L Applicant respectfully requests that the rejection of claims 
10 and. 1 1 under 35 USC 102(e) be withdrawn. 

With i. mci t to chum b\ \ppiie rr A oAe to' - that the I '.ov kAi me J--. - nm * jeh 

HX1> O <> ■ , ^ , , 

message so that they can be replaced with aliased or pseudonymous email addresses, as is recited 
in claim 10, A- -nek, XppHen Atim imhi le\o>. , toe- v clt uu m m s of claim 10. 

The Examiner has rejected claim 12 under 35 USC 102(e) as being anticipated by Levosky. 
x " , - , «. s s n 1 address 

:>■ -e -s,': ; : - e . ding a management link to the re- . a ■ m u> iceordance 

with a predefined preference associated with, the pseudonymous email address." 

Applicant, notes that this feature is fully described in the specification. A management link 
embedded in an email message allows the user to deactivate or modify the mail handling rules 

p> tot v ss a hi km e address This provides m 

functionality in each message processed by the mail server Attac : \ . n mas uent Sink is not 
taught in the Levosky reference. The Examiner has directed attention to column 7 lines 1-8, 
which makes reference to Figure 7, Figure 7 of the Levosky reference is not a view illustrating a 
mail message. Instead it is a view indicating a log of received messages. The log is viewed 
through a viewing application, which, in this embodiment is a web application. This is 
implemc < 

for the user to modtiv m m v mmem x to log > v 1 \osk> doesnos teadt 
attaching the mail management links to the email messag . Itself as rec tied in claim 3 2. 

Vtiachi , ^ ^ es ^ so <h 

application used to view the mail message, and does not specifically require a separate viewing 
application flo Examiner also m me rabmne. ;■■ ^oiunm 9 ime mi mromm v oh nun 9 line 12. 

i t c t. N \m, - \ on v but no N , v \ - .>ioo-v 

pro\ide a me- loouoo for tli. a- i ;■■ .sc. ^ tli.m option* ;V*m -tic teceo J eni.nl mcs-me. itself 
dmmeh an on o.h ,d rn in :*.-.mc-n Uef Inm.ad . - ; ha m pnmd 10 ..ishe; me the 

lamfAme . *-* c nam, m ioc the ton *, me. e -e 1 s*- P e aher 
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Application. Serial No. 10/713,100 
Anier;tb.iK;t?t Dated: Apr?'; 4, 2007 

P.Cpts i<> OhV: .WHvU -S;U J Oo-AnaXiS -Ana 

AS, i Aval; id tO .,-ach :[:, iOtliU, <U J (V -idvW O: 'US OU!,Ui adji n pmC< sSHVJ CUgim 

v\ v i em [ink tc - v s v v 

submits lhat claim 12 is not anticipated by Levosky, and as such. Applicant requests that the 
rejection of claim 12 under 35 USC 102(e) be withdrawn. 

Applicant submits that Uuhm 13--18 depend from clami 12, either directly or indirectly, and as 
such include ail the features of claim 12. As claims 13-18 include the tea: urea of claim 12, none 

e^>k\ \ es c ■> v 

and applies them to claims 13- ih, Accordingly, Applicant requests that the rejection of claims 
13-18 under 25 USC 102(e) he withdrawn. 

The F\ v v chum 19 under 35 USC 102(e) as being anticipated by the Levosky 

reference. Applicant has amended claim [0 ,\o that the step of defining a set of preference;-* 
recites, "defining a set of preferences associated with the pseudonymous email address including 
a management link style." 

Applicant notes, that a discussed above, with respect to claim ! 2 the of a ^ tagen a I a 
is not taught in the Levosky reference. As such, without teaching a management link, Levosky 
t moth con idercdf.oha.vcf.au! man a nent I 1 style leco I tgh Applicant submits 
that Levosky does not teach the matter of claim J. 9 as amended, 

s ^ >. ^ s s v x v vvs e ^ s vnded, the 

rejection of claim 19 under 35 USC 102(e) he withdrawn. 

Applicant submits that claims 20-28 depend from J mo i-» cab , ••• „ „v , s 
-uU melud- die mam e - it m \s eu tms A'Cs e,u h otcuuK me mahoi ot dano 19, 

not taught by the Levosky reference, and thus requests that the rejection under 35 USC 102(e) be 
withdrawn. 

The Examiner has rejected claim 29 under 25 USC 1 03(a) as being anticipated by Levosky. 
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Application. Serial No. 10/713,100 
Anier;tb.iK;t?t Dated: Apr?'; 4, 2007 

Applicant notes that claim 29, as amended, recites the step of Attaching a - link to 

die messape in ouv. of preeAt rnutvd nunilvi m n\ ies \pp'm.a:U ; - p lib lb vubmus that a 
discussed with regard to claims 12 and 19, Levosky does not teach, or teach towards, attaching a 
management Hnl- to a mail message Axordmgiy, \pphcanJ reiterates the argument' presented 
abov. regit my; , , , o ,- , 'a \ a, , ,^ ' n 1 a e\ o 
claim 29. Applicant submits that in view of these arguments, Levosky does not teach the matter 
of claim 2°. As sack. \pp re reaver rally requests that the rejection of claim 29 under 35 (JSC 
102(e) be withdrawn. 

Applicant no •mh ^ \ ^5 eeoev >. «; >. ml include 

all die r » , ^ < „ - ^ *. s s ^ 

scope ihan claim l-> Ovi* >\U\b 0:, \ depend and --hns t-.he-m-^ she a^mm-crus pr.-v rued a!x>\ . 
with respect to claim 29 and applies them to claims 30-35. App ip« juests that 

the rejection of claims 30-35 under 35 USC 102(e) be withdrawn. 

Applicant subn e application, is now in condition for allowance and earnestly solicits 

action, to that. end. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Dick C. HARDT 



By: /Dilip C. Andrade/ 

Dilip C. Andrade 
Reg. No. 53,942 

Perley-Robertson Hill & McDougall LLP 
90 Sparks Street, 4* Floor 
Ottawa ON KIP 1E2 
CANADA 

Tel: (613)566-2270 
Fax: (613) 238-8775 
Email: dandrade o pen lav, .ca 
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